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VANGUARD is published in order to advance 
the cause of British Nationalism. It is 
independent of all political parties but 
editorially it supports the National Front. 
Unless specifically stated to the contrary the 

I views expressed in the signed articles or 
letters are solely the responsibility of their 
authors, and do not necessarily respresent the 
views of the Editor, Vanguard or the National 
Front. 

In order to encourage constructive political 
debate Vanguard is happy to publish a wide 
cross-section of radical Nationalist opinion. 
Consequently the Editor is pleased to receive 
manuscripts of articles from readers for possible 
publication. These should be typed' in double¬ 
spacing and normally be no longer than 1,250 
words. No payment is made for articles 
published — which become Vanguard 
copyright unless authors specifically request 
otherwise at the time they submit their 
manuscripts. The Editor reserves the right to 
shorten or otherwise amend articles accepted 
for publication, should shortage of space or 
editorial judgement require such alteration to be 
made. 

Those wishing to reprint articles from 
Vanguard are welcome to do so, providing that 
they include with the reprinted article the 
author’s name and the name and address of 
Vanguard. 


BULK RATES 

• BUY VANGUARD IN BULK! You can help 
build our circulation and make our magazine a 
success by buying bulk supplies to sell to your 
■riends, comrades and the public. Bulk rates are 
as follows: 


10 

copies: 

£ 4.00 

+ 

£ 

1.00 p & p 

20 

copies: 

£ 7.60 

+ 

£ 

1.85 ... 

30 

copies: 

£10.00 

+ 

£ 

1.95 ... 

40 

copies: 

£13.60 

+ 

£ 

2.25 ... 

50 

copies: 

£16.00 

+ 

£ 

2.35 ... 

60 

copies: 

£18.80 

+ 

£ 

2.50 ... 

70 

copies: 

£22.00 

+ 

£ 

2.60 ... 

80 

copies: 

£24.80 

+ 

£ 

2.70 ... 

90 

copies: 

£27.50 

+ 

£ 

2.75 ... 

100 copies: 

£30.00 

+ 

£ 

2.80 ... 

150 copies: 

£44.50 

+ 

£ 

3.10 ... 

200 copies: 

£58.00 

+ 

£ 3.50 ... 


t^uantities over 200: 27 p each including 
postage. 

Cheques/PO’s should be made payable to 
Vanguard Publications and sent to: Vanguard, 
P.O.Box 634, Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 
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SOUTH AFRICA - 
A NEW DAWN? 

SOUTH AFRICA is hardly ever out of the news. Night after night our 
television screens are filled with ‘news’ reports on the latest developments 
there. Each one sanctimoniously ends with the words ‘This report has 
been compiled under the South African Government’s reporting 
restrictions 

Yet in truth what is being shown is not ‘news’ at all - rather it is a steady 
stream of lies, half-truths and misrepresentations that reflect the 
prejudices and warped values of the British media. 

Anyone who thinks that our broadcasters are even remotely fair and 
unbiased should ask themselves this: why is it that even the smallest riot 
or disturbance by Blacks in South Africa always features prominently in 
news reports in Britain, yet those same news reporters will give no 
mention to quite large scale disturbances, involving hundreds of young 
Blacks, when they happen in Britain - as happened in the Chapeltown 
area of Leeds recently, for example. 

Perhaps our news reporters should be honest for a change and end all 
their reports with the words ‘This report has been compiled under the 
British Government’s reporting restrictions!’ 

One of the most consistent myths put forward by the media is that the 
various Black terrorist organisations active in South Africa, lauded by 
them as heroic freedom fighters, pose a major threat to apartheid and 
White rule. 

In reality the major imminent threat to White rule comes from 
international capitalism, which clearly decided years ago that apartheid 
wasn’t good for business. Restrictions on labour mobility, the problems of 
trading in South Africa and Black Africa at the same time, the possibility 
of an all-out conflict between South Africa and neighbouring Black states 
- there are many reasons why Big Business no longer finds apartheid 
profitable. 

ELECTION BIAS 

The recent South African General Election gave another example of 
media bias. Massive plugs were given to anti-apartheid politicians like 
Helen Suzman, and the ‘independent’ candidate Denis Worrall - who was 
no more independent than anyone bought and paid for by Big Business 
ever could be. 

The result of the Election happily left our media with egg all over their 
faces, as the much vaunted Worrall campaign failed to take off, and the 
anti-apartheid Progressive Federal Party slumped and was replaced by 
the South African Conservative Party as the official opposition. 

On the centre pages of this issue we have two articles on South Africa 
which we hope will be of interest to our readers. In one article our 
Southern Africa correspondent John Humphries reviews the recent 
Election results in the light of the great upsurge in patriotic support there. 
In the other Joe Pearce examines the role of Shell Chairman Peter 
Holmes, and other international capitalists, in the fight against apartheid. 

As readers will see the overall conclusion of these articles is optimistic: 
South Africa faces many problems, problems more imminently 
threatening than those faced here in Britain, yet these problems can be 
overcome by the courage and resolute determination of the people of 
South Africa. The whole history of Afrikanerdom is one of courage and 
determination in the face of great odds - as recent events in South Africa 
have shown those qualities still live on in the Afrikaner people. 
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BREAK UP THE BREWERIES 


SOME 2,000 pubs, clubs, hotels and 
restaurants throughout Britain are to be 
asked by the Monopolies and Mergers 
Commission to take part in a survey to 
help determine whether the brewing 
industry operates in an anti-competitive 
way. The survey is the biggest ever 
attempted by the MMC. 

An investigation into long standing 
concerns about the terms under which beer 
is supplied to retail outlets in Britain was 
ordered last August by Sir Gordon Borrie, the 
director general of fair trading. 

The survey of licensees is part of an 
investigation by the MMC which includes the 
questioning of 70 brewers on their supply 
policies. 

Before ordering the MMC investigation, Sir 
Gordon Borrie said the extensive use of the 
tied house system in the brewing industry 
made it difficult for those who did not own 
pubs to get their products through to the 
consumer in fair competition with the major 
brewers. 

He also claimed that price leadership by 
managed houses had caused prices to rise 
faster than thev would otherwise have done. 


While Sir Gordon Borrie’s initiative and the 
MMC’s investigation are most welcome, they 
are likely at best to only tamper with the 
peripheries of a system which is inherently 
rotten and corrupt. 

Clearly radical changes are needed. 

The tied house system of pub ownership 
should be dismantled and individual pubs 
should be owned freehold by individual 
families. 

The big breweries should be broken up 
and an anti-merger law should be introduced 
which would make it illegal for the breweries 
to buy each other out. 

Stricter guidelines should be introduced 
regarding what constitutes real ale. Legal 
and other encouragement should be given to 
breweries who brew beer according to 
traditional methods. The inclusion of 
unnecessary chemical additives in beer 
should be prohibited by law. 

The result of such radical changes 
will be a return to small breweries 
producing traditional ale at a price 
which the working man can afford. The 
sooner such changes are brought about 
the better! 


NUCLEAR NEGLECT 


BRITAIN’S nuclear safety watchdog, the 
Nuclear Installations Inspectorate, has 
too much work and too few staff, a 
government committee on nuclear 
safety warned in June. 

Staff shortages mean the inspectorate 
does not know whether Britain’s elderly 
Magnox reactors, some of which are 
more than 25 years old, meet modern 
safety standards. 

In the first published report on its 
activities, the Advisory Committee on 


the Safety of Nuclear Installations 
recommended an increase of nearly 50 
per cent in inspectorate staffing. 

Regardless of whether one is in favour 
of, or opposed to, nuclear power, this 
chronic lack of funding is incredibly 
irresponsible. In the wake of the 
Chernobyl nuclear accident the 
cavalier attitude of the British 
government doesn’t do much to inspire 
confidence in the safety standards of 
Britain’s nuclear installations. 



DANGER! 



MUGGERS AT WORK 


A LECTURER accused by a coloured 
student of making racist remarks 
during a lecture was reprimanded by 
his college governors after a 
disciplinary inquiry at the end of June. 

John Smith, 59, a senior lecturer at South 
Thames College, Wandsworth, south west 
London, was said to have indulged in racial 
harassment during a lecture he gave in March. 

During a discussion about mugging during 
the lecture Mr Smith expressed the view that 
statistics revealed that it was a crime 
disproportionately committed by blacks. The 
student, who subsequently complained, 
objected and walked out of the lecture. 

The fact that Mr Smith can be reprimanded 
by college governors for observing an 
undisputed fact of life, that mugging is a 
crime disproportionately committed by 
blacks, is a terrible indictment against the 
tyranny of multi-racialism. The fact is that a 
succession of Scotland Yard statistics have 
shown that most muggers are black and most 
of their victims are white. All that Mr Smith did 
was to acknowledge this fact. 

Apparently, in today’s multi-racial 
educational establishments, facts are only 
facts if people don’t find them insulting. Even 
the most indisputable truth must be denied if 
minorities find it insulting. Such is the 
intellectual cowardice of the age. 

Quite simply, the madness of multi¬ 
racialism insists on the real world only being 
looked at through coloured glasses. 
However, once one has the courage to see 
the world as it really is, by removing those 
glasses, one is astonished by the light for, as 
Aldous Huxley so correctly observed, “facts 
do not cease to exist because they are 
ignored”. 


PRINTING SERVICES 

A full range of printing, 
typesetting, graphics and 
binding services is available 
from Vanguard Publications, all 
at competitive prices. E.g. 500 
A2 posters — from only £40.00 
plus p&p. For a free quote write 
detailing your requirements to 
Vanguard Publications, P.O.Box 
634, Hove, E.Sussex BN3 5FZ. 
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HOME AFFAIRS 


COMMON MARKET MADNESS 


CONFLICTING national interests 
should not deter EEC countries from 
meeting the 1992 deadline for the 
removal of all barriers to free trade. 
This was the message of John Cope in 
his first speech as Minister of State at 
the Department of Employment. 

He went on to say that European 
governments had to create a unified 
European market to bring about the right 
environment so that “ small firms create the 
multinationals of the future ". 

"The removal of all remaining barriers to 
free trade and free movement” would be 
good for the EEC’s economy he said. 

Whether or not free trade and free 
movement of capital and labour is good for 
the EEC’s economy, it is certainly not good 
for Britain, either economically or politically. 

Economically, the rationalisation of 
industry within a Europe where capital can 
cross borders freely is likely to lead to the 
centralisation of industry within an area 
where the market is most efficiently reached, 
in practical terms that means that Germany 
and France will benefit because they are the 
centre, geographically, of the European 
market. 

By comparison, using the criteria of 
‘efficiency’ within a genuinely ‘common 



market’, Britain is poorly placed 
geographically being an offshore island on 
the north-western ‘outskirts’ of Europe. As a 
result, businesses are bound to desert this 
country and centralise their operation closer 
to the heart of the European market. 


Politically, free trade and free movement of 
labour and capital amount to a surrender of 
sovereignty. After all, a Nation can’t claim to 
be totally in control of its own wellbeing if it 
has no control over what wealth or which 
workers cross its borders. 

INDEPENDENCE 

In order to regain her economic and 
political independence Britain must do the 
complete opposite of that which Mr Cope is 
urging. Far from removing all barriers to free 
trade, Britain must protect her home 
economy by introducing import controls on 
all manufactured goods which could and 
should be made in this country. 

Far from removing all barriers to the 
freemovement of labour and capital, Britain 
must prohibit the importation of all foreign 
labour and must stop money which has been 
produced in Britain by the sweat of British 
workers being invested abroad. 

Last, but by no means least, Britain must 
withdraw from the Common Market since her 
membership of this international body has 
been an unmitigated disaster. 

Only when these essential measures 
are taken will Britain once again 
become economically independent and 
politically free. 


TWO PARTY DICTATORSHIP 


IN MOST democratic European 
countries, no party would have won an 
overall majority on the voting figures in 
June’s general election. 

Under the Irish or Greek electoral systems 
and, just possibly, in France, Margaret 
Thatcher might have squeaked a working 
majority. But she would have been forced into 
minority or coalition government in 
Denmark, Belgium, Luxembourg, Italy, West 
Germany, Spain or Portugal. 

Each Western European country has a 
different voting system. Each, except 
Britain’s, includes some element of 
proportional representation (PR). However 
the British system, both the product of and 
protector of two-party politics, is uniquely 
unhelpful to smaller parties, or groups of 
parties. 

Compare Italy which also went to the polls 
on Britain’s heels, in June, just as it did in 1983. 

The UK Alliance and the four small centre 
parties in Italy took roughly similar shares 
of the popular vote.In Britain, the Alliance’s 
25.4 per cent of the votes won it only 3.5 per 
cent of the seats. In Italy, the centre parties, 
with 23.5 per cent of the votes, captured 24.5 
per cent of the seats. 

However wrong they may have been for 
voting Alliance, it is still unjust that a quarter 
of the Nation’s voters are only represented 
by 3.5 per cent of the so-called 
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democratically elected Parliament. 

It is scarcely any wonder that Tory and 
Labour politicians alike can railroad voters 
into backing their parties on the basis that a 
vote for anyone else is ‘a wasted vote’. 

In practice, the British electoral system 
resembles the F.A. Cup Final at Wembley. 
The rules only allow for the Blues and the 
Reds to battle it out for victory while the rest 
are confined to the relative obscurity of the 
touchline. 


DISENFRANCHISE 


We have already seen how Britain’s 
electoral system effectively disenfranchises 
anyone who doesn’t vote either Labour or 
Conservative. However, the system is so 
undemocratic that it even disenfranchises 
millions of people who do vote Labour or 
Tory! 

Under the present system, Labour voters in 
safe Tory seats are effectively 
disenfranchised as are Conservative voters 
in safe Labour seats. Meanwhile, a small 
minority of voters who are privileged enough 
to live in marginal constituencies effectively 
hold the balance of power. 

Consequently, in Britain’s “democracy”, 
over half those who do vote, and we haven’t 


mentioned the quarter of the population who 
don’t, effectively waste their vote. They are 
disenfranchised by a system which tends to 
perpetuate a two-party dictatorship. 

If the British people are ever to achieve 
radical change in this country they must first 
overcome the inertia of our undemocratic 
“democracy”. And for that to happen there 
must be a genuine triumph of the will! 
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WORLD AFFAIRS 




THIRD 

WORLD 

CASH 

CRISIS 


A DISTURBING indication of the 
nearness of world economic collapse 
has recently arisen, in the form of a new 
recommendation of ways of dealing with 
Third World debt. Dr Henry Kaufman, 
the influential chief economist of 
Salomon Brothers, has proposed that 
the commercial banks begin practising 
‘debt forgiveness’ - cancellation of part 
of the outstanding debt of Third World 
countries. 

Kaufman’s proposal is considered 
controversial, but it is only the latest in a 
series of suggestions designed to relieve the 
financial burden on Third World countries of 
the massive debts which they have incurred 
as part of their so-called development 
programmes - in reality, squandering on arms 
and luxuries. Cancellation of Third World 
debts has never been proposed before; all 
previous ‘solutions’ to the problem have 
involved rescheduling, that is, giving the 
debtor country a longer time to pay. 

NOT ENOUGH 

Kaufman believes that this is no longer 
enough. On Thursday 25th June he told a 
Euromoney magazine and Inter-American 
Development Bank Conference in New York 
that current policies had resulted in “no 
significant improvement in the 
creditworthiness of developing countries ". 
He also said that it was not a problem of 
liquidity - that is, of Third World countries 
realising in cash their potential production - 
but of solvency.In other words, the countries 
involved don’t have the resources to pay. 

Kaufman’s warning recommendations will 
come as no surprise to Nationalists, who have 
known for years that the international debt 
problem would eventually become acute 
and, shortly after that, insoluble. Nor will 
Kaufman’s motives in making his ‘debt 
forgiveness’ suggestion come as any 
surprise; he makes it clear that he doesn’t so 
much want to help the Third World as to keep 
the merry-go-round going. 

“Debt relief must begin now or it will be 
virtually impossible to alleviate the world's 
massive payments disequilibrium without a 
major economic contraction he says. Or, to 
put it more plainly, if any of the banks make 
the mistake of asking the Third World to 



actually repay their debts they will default, 
and the whole fraudulent international 
finance system will collapse. 

Kaufman’s proposals, if carried out in full, 
will in fact only result in greater 
indebtedness for Third World countries. His 
plan involves debt relief accompanied by 
‘economic policy monitoring’ - that is, more 
meddling by the banks - and increased 
lending from the World Bank. 

NO SOLUTION 

That his scheme is ultimately no solution is 
tacitly admitted by Kaufman. Some have 
objected that debt forgiveness would 
eliminate incentives for banks to go on 
lending to the Third World. Kaufman says 
that, “the banks have been unwilling to 
provide net new lending even under current 
policies. ” 

No doubt this is true - but it does not 
answer the objection. If Kaufman’s solution 
appears to be being implemented, it will be 
an admission that the existing debts can 
never be repaid; and it may well be that the 
banks will not wish to be involved in a 
scheme which, after all, only increases 
lending to already known bad risks. 

If this happens, the Kaufman plan will 
not be even a temporary respite for the 
failing world economy - it may 
precipitate the very collapse it is so 
clearly designed to avoid. 


BOLDLY 
GOING ... 

SPACE RESEARCH is Nigeria got 
nowhere fast if you remember. 

Budding astronauts were rolled 
downhill in oildrums in order to get 
them used to the g forces in take off. 
They needn’t have bothered of course, 
nothing ever materialised and only 
White men have ever walked around on 
the moon - g forces or not. 

To get over the disappointment they 
invested heavily in nuclear technology 
hoping presumably that it would take off 
more successfully than their rockets. 
However according to the Lagos newspaper, 
Newswatch, the government there has spent 
more than six and a half million dollars over 
the last eleven years and has nothing to show 
for it. 

At Ife university the building that was 
supposed to have housed the nuclear 
research centre is still unfinished because 
the builders ran off with the money. The land 
at Ahmadu Bello university where another 
such facility was planned for over ten years 
ago in 1976 is still uncleared. 

Some research is being carried out in a 
temporary laboratory but unfortunately plans 
to install a neutron generator have had to be 
shelved because there is no place to store 
fuel. 

The country has in all twenty students 
studying nuclear physics at overseas 
universities; when, and of course if, they 
return their problems will not only be a lack 
of buildings - somebody forgot to train any 
laboratory technicians! 


A SOUTH AFRICAN 

$ PATRIOT 


South Africa’s leading English 
language radical Nationalist 
magazine is now available from 
Vanguard Publications. It is 
essential reading for anyone 
interested in events in South 
Africa. 


I would like to subscribe to the SA 
Patriot for the next six issues. I 
enclose £2.40. O 


I would like a sample copy of the 
SA Patriot , and I enclose 40p. O 

Cheques/PO’s should be made 
payable to Vanguard Publications, 
and sent to Vanguard, P.O.Box 634, 
Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 


Name 


Address 


Postcode 
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WORLD AFFAIRS 


The Carrot and Stick Approach 



GERHARD Stoltenberg, West Germany’s 
finance minister, revealed the slave 
master role of international finance 
during the International Monetary 
Conference in Hamburg at the end of 
June. 

Mr Stoltenberg said governments and 
banks should follow a policy of more 
consistently "rewarding” debtor countries 
which followed successful policies and "co¬ 
operated with the international institutions”. 

Although he didn’t spell the alternative out 
quite so bluntly it is heavily implicit in Mr 
Stoltenberg’s words that debtor countries 
who don’t co-operate won’t be rewarded but 
punished.lt is the age-old carrot and stick 
approach. 

Predictably, most sessions of the 


International Monetary Conference were held 
behind closed doors with the world’s press 
only being fed the titbits which the 
international bankers thought ‘suitable’ for 
public consumption. The rest of the 
proceedings, during which mega-powerful 
international financiers discussed how to 
control the world economy using sovereign 
nations as pawns, were shrouded in secrecy. 

Much controversy was aroused in Britain at 
the same time as the bankers were meeting in 
Hamburg by the Anglican church’s criticisms 
of freemasonry. Yet isn’t it about time the 
world as a whole knew about the 
workings of international finance, the 
world’s most powerful and dangerous 
secret society? 


MULTI-RACIAL 

NIGHTMARE 

THE INDIAN sub-continent used to be 
held up as a multi-racial dream. Now, 
however, it seems more like a multi¬ 
racial nightmare. 

In recent months, there have been serious 
rioting and terrorist atrocities between 
Moslems and Hindus, Sikhs and Hindus and, in 
Sri Lanka, between Sinhalese and Tamils. 

Now the Gurkhas have entered the fray. 

During June militant Gurkhas fired at police 
and set fire to a municipal building as part of 
their continuing struggle for a separate state 
in north east India. 

Activists of the Gurkha National Liberation 
Front (GNLF) attacked police patrols in 
Darjeeling in West Bengal statein the space 
of a week Gurkha militants killed one person 
and set ablaze thirty government buildings 
after GNLF leader Subash Chising called a 
13-day general strike in the hilly tea-growing 
region. 

In the months leading up to the strike, sixty 
people had been killed in trouble between 
Gurkhas and the authorities. 

To make matters worse, the ethnic trouble 
has also spread to neighbouring Meghalaya 
state. The state Interior Minister, D. Lappang, 
resigned recently over clashes between 
police and students in which three people 
were killed and dozens injured. The students 
want action against Gurkha militants whom 
they call "a threat to Meghalaya”. 

With the multi-racial nightmare worsening 
in India, and with areas like Chapeltown in 
Leeds rumbling into riots this year, the 
message is plain for all to see. Whether in 
India, Fiji, Sri Lanka or Britain, multi-racial 
societies just don’t work. 


EURO-REDS IN DECLINE 


THE POOR PERFORMANCE of the 
Italian Communist Party in June’s 
election provides dramatic confirmation 
of the demise of the Euro-Communists. 

Theltalian party, the biggest in the west, 
with its criticism of Moscow, its support for 
NATO, and its relatively moderate image, 
was long held to be the most likely to break 
the mould and enter govemment.Instead, it 
continues slowly to slide further into the 
political wilderness while its sister parties in 
France and Spain have long been relegated 
to the position of political irrelevance. 

This contrasts sharply with the situation ten 
years ago. Then, the Italian Communists, with 
1.8 million members and more than 34 per 
cent of the vote, were knocking on the door of 
power. 

In neighbouring France, the more orthodox 
PCF, supported by over a fifth of the popular 
vote, was riding high on the tide of the Union 
of the Left with the Socialists. Across the 
Pyrenees, the Spanish Party, led by Santiago 


Carrillo, was basking in the warm glow of 
post-Francoist Spain. 

Ten years on, the Euro-Communists’ grip 
on the big northern industrial centres has 
been crucially weakened. They won 26.6 per 
cent of the vote in this year’s election, down 
from 34.4 per cent in 1976. 

In France, opinion polls give the PCF a mere 
5 per cent of the vote, its support reduced to a 
hard core of activists and full-time paid party 
workers. 

Meanwhile, the Spanish Communists have 
tom themselves apart since the late seventies 
through internal divisions and splits. Its 
membership halved to some 60,000, the PCE 
won 4.6 per cent of the vote last year. 

PLIGHT 

Of course, gloating over the decline of 
Marxism, mirrored as it was by the poor 
showing for Labour in Britain’s 
election, is scarcely any consolation for 
the lack of success of British 


Nationalism. In fact, the experience of the 
Spanish Communist party since the late 
seventies echoes all too clearly the plight of 
Nationalism in Britain over the same period. 

However, the decline, and probable 
impending fall, of Euro-Communism does 
indicate that Marxism may be becoming a 
museum piece, a philosophical fossil. If this is 
so, a vacuum will be created immediately for 
those young idealists disenchanted with the 
injustices of capitalism. 

Furthermore, should capitalism fail to meet 
the expectations of the rest of the population, 
less concerned with idealistic conjecture as 
with materialistic comfort, then they too will 
seek an alternative. 

When that day comes a radical 
alternative to failed capitalism and 
discredited communism will reap a 
harvest of the disillusioned and the 
dispossessed. It is up to that alternative, 
racial Nationalism, to sow the seeds 
today from which that harvest may 
grow tomorrow. 
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FINANCE 


Can Britain Survive? 


A VARIETY of recent reports apd 
articles on the state of the international 
economy make sobering reading. The 
danger of a new world-wide recession is 
now stark. Furthermore, because 
Britain has been bound hand and foot to 
the international capitalist system by 
successive Labour and Tory 
governments, any world-wide 
recession will suck the British economy 
down like a spider down a plug-hole. 

One of the main threats to international 
economic stability stems from the United 
States. The huge budget deficit in the US - 
running at about 220 billion dollars - has 
enabled an import spree which has resulted 
in a trade deficit of 160 billion dollars. That 
deficit is matched by the huge trade 
surpluses of West Germany and Japan. Many 
economic observers are worried by what 
they see as a perilous disequilibrium in the 
world economy. 


The first need, therefore, would appear to 
be a reduction of the United States budget 
deficit which should in turn improve its trade 
balance. However the international economy 
is now so interdependent that any adjustment 
by the United States carries the risk of the rest 
of the world being plunged into economic 
recession. 

KNIFE EDGE 

For the moment international confidence is 
poised on a knife-edge. But if governments 
fail to live up to market expectations of 
gradual adjustment, then the dollar will 
resume disorderly decline. To prevent the 
import of inflation the American authorities 
would then have to hike interest rates still 
higher. That also might tip the world into 
recession, possibly into a slump, at the same 
time triggering the Third World debt crisis. 

It is against the threat of this sort of 
economic disaster looming on the horizon, 


that stark warnings have been uttered by the 
Bank of International Settlements, the 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development and others. 

But for really alarming reading, an article 
by Felix Rohatyn in a recent issue of the New 
York Review of Books takes some beating.lt 
makes the BIS and OECD forecasts seem 
positively optimistic by comparison! 

Mr Rohatyn, a senior partner of Lazard 
Freres, declares an American financial crisis 
to be “a virtual certainty He accuses the US 
of the “most irresponsible fiscal behaviour in 
its history ” and conjures with figures running 
into trillions of dollars to illustrate the 
horrendous scale of the adjustment now 
required to avoid economic disaster on a 
world-wide scale. 

In the wake of all these doom-laden 
forecasts about the future of the world 
economy, it would seem timely to question 
what, if anything, Britain can do to avoid any 


future international catastrophe dragging 
down her own domestic economy. 

The answer under this Tory government’s 
policies is that Britain can do nothing to 
protect herself. Thatcher puts her faith, her 
blind faith, in the machinations of the 
international capitalism systemJf that system 
fails Britain fails also. 

Neither would Britain’s chances of 
economic survival have fared any better if the 
Labour party or the Alliance had come to 
power at the last election. Their manifestos 
also swore slavish subservience to the 
workings of international capitalism. 

The fact is, returning to our earlier 
analogy of the spider and the plug-hole, 
that the spider is doomed unless the 
force which is pulling it towards the 
plug-hole is stopped. Likewise Britain is 
doomed unless her economy is 
extricated from the powerful 
international forces which threaten, to 
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pass into a downward spiral, a 
whirlpool, of collapse and crisis in the 
near future. 

How then can Britain make herself 
independent from international capitalism? 

ONE ANSWER 

There is only one answer to this crucial 
question; she must adopt a programme of 
economic Nationalism before it is too late. 

To avoid being sucked into any future 
world recession Britain must: 

• Protect her home economy by 
introducing import controls on all 
manufactured goods which could and should 
be produced by British workers in British 
factories. 

Since Britain imports far more than she 
exports in the way of manufactured goods, 
such a policy of protectionism will create 
thousands of new jobs in industry .It will also 
ensure that Britain once more becomes self- 
sufficient in manufactured goods, making her 
less dependent on other countries for her 
material needs. 

• Prevent the export of investment capital 
from Britain and insist that money made by 
the sweat and toil of workers in British 
industry is reinvested in British industry. 

The fact that billions of pounds of British 
money is invested abroad ties that money 
into the international financial system and 
starves the home economy of the investment 
it so desperately needs. 

• Ensure that British industry is owned and 
controlled by British workers. All 
multinationals in Britain must be taken over 
by British companies which have no vested 
interest in the international system. 

In practice, this will mean most 
multinationals being broken up into smaller 
units owned by small businesses or 
transferred over to the ownership of the 
workforce in the form of producers’ co¬ 
operatives. 

• Announce an immediate moratorium on 
all payment of so-called ‘debts’ to 
international banking institutions. These 

‘debts’ were created fraudulently by the 
banks in the first place and consequently 
Britain has no moral or legal obligation to pay. 

Furthermore, payment of these ‘debts’ 
presents an intolerable burden on the 
Nation’s resources and ties Britain in with the 
international financial institutions which are 
at the root of the world’s economic problems. 

Only when these policies of economic 
Nationalism are put into practice, will 
Britain plug the gaps which give 
international forces so much power 
over her economic destiny. Only then 
will she be able to swim freely and self- 
sufficiently in economic waters 
untroubled by the international 
currents which threaten to suck the rest 
of the world into the depths of recession. 



No return to the Thirties - mass unemployment re swung irom financial collapse . 
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STRATEGY 



IF EVER there were need for deliverance of 
Britain in her darkest hour then that time is 
now. If ever there were need fora Vanguard to 
provide that deliverance then that time is also 
now. The death throes persist and we are being 
forced to tolerate under the boot of tyranny, 
greed, hatred and deceit. 

Treachery is truly the order of the day. We 
have Tory M.P.’s making illegal multiple 
applications for shares in British Telecom, yet 
not one whiff of a police cell did they get. Would 
you believe the excuse of one of these Tory 
cheats? He said he was only doing it for his 
grand-children. That’s strange, this is exactly 
what the miners said when they were fighting 
for their jobs, but it didn’t prevent them from 
being truncheoned, prosecuted and thrown into 
jail. 

We have Thatcher saying that she does not 
want sanctions against South Africa because it 
may affect employment for blacks in that 
country. She should have told that to the 
youngsters in this country who have thrown 
themselves from tower blocks and those who 
have killed themselves with drugs in despair at 
having no job. 

Then there is the motley crew of Kinnock, 
Owen, and Steel floating about on the election 
trail in their expensive “battle buses’’. 
Conveniently they will call in to the local 
mosque to confirm that they, just like the 
Tories, want no restrictions on immigration 
and will do all they can to better the lot of the 
“ethnic minorities’’. 


All the while, some premature baby fights for 
life in an incubator at some maternity hospital 
under threat of closure through lack of funds. 
People in the north are told that if they want 
work they have to become industrial gypsies. 
They have to leave their roots for some sweat 
machine in a cosmopolitan hell-hole down 
south. 

The present system will continue this way and 
will continue to produce the same old kind of 
traitors as those who are presiding over our ruin 
today. The futue of this country is still being 
decided on the vagaries of the same old 
careerists’, opportunists’ liars’ and cowards’. 

This is why we so desperately need the 
Vanguard. But who are the ones to fill the ranks 
of this Vanguard? The reactionary who won’t 
eat corned beef because of the Falklands war? 
The rural student who considers himself an 
intellectual because he can sit through thunder 
and lightening without thinking of 
Frankenstein films? Or is it the imbecile who 
doesn't like the smell of curry and things acne is 
a borough of London? 

No! None of these fit the bill. The Vanguard of 
the National Front will be formed by those with 
an unremitting belief in the true destiny of 
Britain. Those who are at one with the native 
soil and are ruthlessly intent on gaining a 
victory for the sake of others to whom they owe 
protection and devotion. This is the “New 
Man”. One who will accept that life is a looming 
battle to be faced and fought. 

He fights to avenge the betrayals of past 


generations, the war veterans, who, with the 
mud barely dry on their uniforms tried to sell 
their medals for sustenance. He fights for the 
old who have toiled for the nation with no 
reward, and for those yet to come who will be 
the nation. 

He will not betray the genius of his 
forefathers whose endeavors were not for 
personal glory but for the distinction of Britain 
herself, this ancient isle, the “grey old mother’’. 

This is the “New Man’’. Not the self-styled 
“working-class hero” who calls a spade a shovel 
and worships Gaddaffi (Gaddaffi may be a 
genuine anti-Zionist, but he still supplies the 
bullets which end up in the back of Loyalists in 
Ulster.) 

FIRM GRASP 

There are those who have a firm grasp of the 
tenets of British Nationalism and must 
therefore realise that there is no going back. It is 
these Nationalists who “know the score” and 
also know what the consequences of failure will 
be. 

These are the builders of the Vanguard, the 
real Radicals, with a thirst for victory. The ones 
who will take and educate the unemployed, the 
threatened worker, the genuine libertarian and 
those of cultural circles. These in turn will 
become the Vanguard. 

Let us not forget also, the most important 
source of lifeblood of our movement, the young 
who are willing to have their imagination fired. 
At the present time there are a good number of 
Nationalists who are committed to their ideals 
and will achieve more than those who complain 
about multiracialism from their cosy hamlets in 
the countryside. 

However, many more such Nationalists are 
needed. It is widely acknowledged, and rightly 
so, that the majority of British people support 
the NF’s policies. 

People do want a credible alternative 
although they don’t see the NF as this 
alternative yet. 

If this option for which they are searching can 
be construed as Nationalism, then it is safe to 
assume that those who are looking for 
Nationalism have found it. 

ADVANCED GUARD 

This being so, it is now up to the advance 
guard to go out and “sell the NF", to tell those 
people we are what they are looking for and that 
we do mean business. It is only through action, 
leading to development, that the Vanguard can 
be constructed. Remember, the common and 
humble, once educated and inspired, can 
become an instrument of power. 

Though we are small and looking up a 
mountain from the bottom, we should not despair. 
Perseverance and sacrifice will bear fruit. The 
peak of the mountain can be reached. The enemies 
of life have got the big stick out, but if we endure 
we can succeed. 

We can build the Vanguard which can look 
death itself in the face. A V anguard which will 
prevent the demise of culture, race, freedom and 
the white man s limitless potential. 
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EDUCATION & TRAINING 


EFFECTIVE PROPAGANDA! 


THE Education and Training Department of the National Front is currently 
organising a summer series of seminars for NF activists. For the benefit of 
members unable to attend a seminar, and for the general interest of 
Vanguard readers, we are running a short series of articles based on the 
talks given. 

Tom Acton starts the series by examining how NF Branches can improve 
the effectiveness of the publicity/recruitment material they distribute. 


THE Establishment political parties can 
rely to a very large extent on the mass 
media to help them put what they stand 
for across to the public - their policies 
will be described and analysed, the 
speeches of their leaders covered in full 
in the press and on TV. 

That option is largely closed to us. If we are 
to ‘spread the word’ about Nationalism it will 
have to be very largely by our own efforts. 
The problems of communicating directly 
with the British people, rather than through 
the mass media, are substantial, and the 
amount of hard work that will be involved 
huge, but the rewards if we can develop our 
own independent voice will be even greater. 

That direct communication will principally 
be at the ‘grass roots’ level. It will be done by 
talking to people, on their doorsteps, at their 
places of work, in their pubs and clubs, and 
by the local distribution of political literature. 

The overall objectives in distributing 
political literature - leaflets, posters, stickers, 
etc - are twofold. Firstly to help recruit good 
calibre members, and secondly to alter the 
general public’s perception of us. 

I believe that if the National Front is to 
further improve the effectiveness of its 
leaflets, posters etc then they will have to be 
produced at a local level, rather than 
nationally, as has largely been the case in the 
past. 

Why local production? After all the time 
and effort involved in preparing fifty local 
leaflets is obviously greater than in 
producing one national leaflet. There are 
three main reasons. 

RELEVANT 

Firstly we can tailor our propaganda so that 
it is more relevant to local circumstances, and 
hence more effective. Coloured immigration 
and its effect on crime may well be an 
important issue in many inner city areas, but 
would a leaflet on this issue be relevant in 
East Anglia? 

Secondly, by showing we are active and 
organised locally, capable of analysing 
problems of concern locally and offering 
solutions, we greatly enhance the image of 
the party as an effective force. People are 
much more likely to join the NF if they know 
the local branch is strong and organised. 

Thirdly we greatly enhance the number of 
people in the party who have practical skills 
in the writing and production of political 
literature - something which is absolutely 
essential. 


So what makes a good leaflet? How do 
you design an effective poster? What 
are the criteria for producing good local 
propaganda? There is alas no one 
simple answer to this, but local officials 
and activists are advised to bear in mind 
the following when writing and 
producing local propaganda. 

Relevant contents. There is no point in 
putting a leaflet through someone’s letterbox 
is the contents are not relevant to the 
recipient. 

Think about your local public first - what 
are the issues of interest and concern in your 
town or borough? 

Topical contents. Are the issues you are 
campaigning about in the news now? Your 
campaign is likely to be more effective if they 



Simple , topical and effective; an 
instant response leaflet distributed 
in London immediately after an 
IRA bombing atrocity. _ 

Part of Campaign. The distribution of 
leaflets, posters, etc will be more effective, 
and will yield more returns if it is backed up 
with a campaign of activities on the same 
theme. Pickets, demonstrations, ‘instant 
response’ type activities, all designed to get 
coverage for your campaign in the local 
media will greatly enhance the response to 
your leafletting, postering etc. 

Motivate activists. If you want local 
activists to trudge round housing estates 
leafletting night after night they must be fully 
behind the campaign. When deciding what 
issues your local branch/region want to 
concentrate its campaigning on it is 
important to involve as many activists as 
possible. 


Politically sound. This hopefully is self 
explanatory. Leaflets, etc issued in the name 
of the party must reflect party policy, and be 
intelligently articulated. 

Visually attractive . Especially with 
posters or stickers. So use large pictures or 
artwork and use bright colours. 

Readable. Leaflets should be short and 
snappy for maximum impact, and written in 
terms the ordinary reader will understand. 
Avoid pseudy terminology and grey blocks 
of unreadably tiny text. 

Positive outlook. There are few things 
worse than political literature which just 
moans about how miserable the world is. Our 
literature must show the positive policies the 
NF has, showing the NF in an idealistic, 
caring light. Where possible try to 
emphasise the positive actions the NF is 
taking to help the situation. 

Regularity. The more often we can get 
our literature to people the more effective it 
will become. Elm Park in the outer fringes of 
East London is not, on the face of it, prime NF 
territory. Yet the local branch was able to get a 
high vote in the 1986 local government 
elections because a local newsletter had 
gone through every door in the constituency 
every month for the previous year. 

Professional appearance. The public is 
influenced by the form of literature, before 
they are aware of the content. Material that 
looks smart and professionally produced 
gives the impression of people who know 
what they are doing; tatty duplicated dog¬ 
eared tracts look amateurish and 
unimpressive. 

Cost. Obviously this should be as low as 
possible. However since the party was 
restructured at the beginning of this year 
branches should be richer than before, with 
the abolition of the Branch Levy and since 
Branches keep all their membership 
subscriptions. Hopefully branches will be 
able to increase the quality and quantity of 
the propaganda they distribute. 

Human interest. Local propaganda 
should be used to put a human face on the 
party. Good pictures of local activities £nd 
attractive pictures of members, especially 
probable candidates, are vital in this respect. 

The astute reader will of course realise that 
some of the targets for good propaganda 
listed above are mutually incompatible. 
Professional appearance is likely to conflict 
with cost for example. Alternatively the 
issues relevant to your local public may not 
motivate local activists - in which case the 
reasons for a local campaign must be clearly 
explained to them. 

The above criteria can be no more 
than a rough guide to producing local 
literature. In each case local branch or 
regional committees must decide for 
themselves the targets which can be 
met, given the resources of manpower 
and money available, because ‘Power to 
the Branches’ also means responsibility 
to the branches. 
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OVERSEAS REPORT - South Africa 


WHEN Shell Transport and Trading’s 
annual meeting was disrupted by the 
Anti-Apartheid Movement in May, Shell 
chairman Peter Holmes condemned the 
protestors as “misguided”. 

He was right because multinationals 
like Shell pose a far bigger threat to the 
apartheid regime in South Africa than 
do any number of ‘trendy’ anti¬ 
apartheid demonstrators. 

When Holmes defended Shell’s position in 
South Africa by asserting his company’s 
resolute opposition to ‘the apartheid 
regime’, he was confessing implicitly that 
Shell was using its economic muscle to put 
pressure on Mr Botha’s regime to relax its 
racial policies. 

The extent of Big Business’s role in 
undermining apartheid can be gauged by the 
business community’s involvement in South 
Africa’s recent election. 

PRESSURE 

Zach de Beer, a director of the Anglo- 
American mining company, perhaps the most 
powerful company in South Africa, 
announced on the eve of the election that Big 
Business in South Africa was backing the 
‘moderate independents’ in the hope that 
their success will increase pressure on 
Botha’s government to relax the apartheid 
system still further. 

Dr De Beer, once South Africa’s youngest 
MP.and now director of Anglo’s public 
relations, was one of the businessmen who 
held talks with the terrorists of the African 
National Congress in Lusaka in 1985. 

Hinting at the enormous power which 
international finance has in the fight against 
apartheid, Dr De Beer said the refusal by 
banks to reschedule South Africa’s debts had 
been the most effective external pressure on 
the government. 

Another method employed by Big 
Business to put pressure on the South African 
government is disinvestment. Thus, Citicorp, 
America’s largest banking group, joined the 
growing ranks of companies quitting South 
Africa in June by agreeing to sell its wholly- 
owned subsidiary Citibank NA Ltd, thereby 
ending a 29-year presence in the country. 

The purchaser of Citicorp’s subsidiary was 
the First National Bank of South Africa - 
formerly Barclays National Bank. First 
National is the largest bank in South Africa 
and was the main target for the Anti- 
Apartheid Movement’s campaign for 
disinvestment until Barclays decided to sell 
its 40.2 per cent stake. 

However, the fact that First National is still 
happily buying up competitors tends to 
contradict claims by anti-apartheid groups 
that disinvestment is a major threat to white 
South Africa’s survival. 

In fact, the dubious effectiveness of 
disinvestment was reiterated by Dr De Beer. 
After stating that the refusal by banks to 
reschedule South Africa’s debts was putting 
effective pressure on the government, Dr De 
Beer said that “sanctions as yet have not 


BIG BUSINESS - SOUTH 
AFRICA'S BIGGEST ENEMY 


produced any effects in South Africa in terms 
of the government or the economy. 
Disinvestment has produced a good deal of 
distress, but there is no evidence that it has 
had any effect on the government. ” He went 
on to say that most companies which have 
been sold by their overseas owners are 
doing as well or better than before, a fact 
borne out by First National’s acquisition of 
Citibank NA Ltd in spite of Barclays recent 
disinvestment. 

QUITTING 

A week before Citicorp announced its 
decision to quite, the Ford Motor Company 
outlined proposals to sell its 42 per cent stake 
in the South African Motor Corporation. A day 
after Citicorp’s decision, ITT, the US 
industrial, telecommunications and financial 
group, confirmed its commitment to 
withdrawing from South Africa. 




Shell Chairman Peter Holmes: has 
done more to threaten White South 
Africa than any anti-apartheid 
demonstrator could ever do. _ 

Rand Araskog, chairman and chief 
executive of ITT’s business operations in 
South Africa, hinted that the American 
multinational had used its influence to 
pressurise the government into relaxing 
apartheid: “We have always believed that the 
presence of US corporations, and ITT in 
particular, has provided a positive force for 
social change in an extremely troubled 
environment 

Not surprisingly, in the light of all this Big 
Business pressure, the ruling National Party, 
the ideology of which is inextricably bound 
up with the wishes of international capitalism, 
is beginning to carry out reforms which will 
lead to a multi-racial South Africa. 

In the same week that Ford, Citicorp and ITT 
were announcing disinvestment plans, the 
South African Foreign Minister R.F. * “Pik” 
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Botha, reiterated that his government is ready 
to negotiate “a new South Africa based on 
power-sharing” with blacks. 

Thus, within weeks of coming to 
power on a ‘hard-line’ no-surrender 
policy platform, the ruling National 
Party was talking of surrender. 

Nonetheless, the white man in South Africa 
is not yet finished. The vast majority of 
Afrikaners oppose any surrender of their 
power and will fight to keep it. That’s why 
cynical politicians like P.W. Botha made 
hard-line noises in the run-up to the election, 
in much the same fashion as Mrs Thatcher’s 
‘we are being swamped’ speeches on 
immigration in the run-up to the 1979 
election in Britain. And that’s why pro¬ 
apartheid candidates from Andries 
Treurnicht’s Conservative Party increased 
their percentage of the vote dramatically. 

However, if South Africa is to survive there 
are some crucial lessons that Afrikanerdom 
must learn. 

A whites-only state must be established in 
South Africa from which all blacks and 
coloureds are excluded. This is imperative 
because apartheid cannot work indefinitely 
within a mixed-race society. Blacks should 
be given power in those parts of present 
South Africa not incorporated within the 
whites-only state. Thus there will be white 
rule in the white area and black rule in the 
black area. 

The other crucial issue facing 
Afrikanerdom is the role Big Business should 
play in a future South Africa. The answer, to 
put it bluntly, is that Big Business must play no 
role whatsoever since it has been a constant 
and consistent enemy of Afrikanerdom from 
the earliest days of white settlement in 
southern Africa. 

In particular, the Oppenheimer and De Beer 
families should be stripped of all ownership 
and the mining industry should pass into the 
hands of Afrikaners. The. De Beer and 
Oppenheimer families have never had 
anything but a corrosive and corruptive 
influence upon South Africa and their . 
destructive dominion must now be brought | 
to an end if Afrikanerdom is to survive. 

As usual, Marxist anti-apartheid 
demonstrators and multinational anti¬ 
apartheid disinvestors find themselves 
fighting shoulder to shoulder against 
the white worker in South Africa. 

Yet nearly ninety years ago Boer 
farmers took on the power on 
international finance and the might of 
the British Empire. From their struggle 
South Africa was born. Now they must 
take on the might of the multinationals. 

This time, if they emerge victorious, a 
new, all white South Africa will rise 
from the ashes. 
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A NEW DAWN FOR 
WHITE SOUTH AFRICA 

Our Johannesburg correspondent JOHN HUMPHRIES analyses 
the recent South African Election results. 


SOUTH AFRICAN racial-nationalist 
patriots have viewed the results of the 
May General Election with mixed 
feelings. 

On the positive side the poll showed a 
massive surge of support towards 
racial-nationalist feeling. The 
combined votes of the patriotic parties 
more than trebled since the previous 
General Election. The ultra-Leftist 
Progressive Federal Party lost much 
ground to the National Party, who lost 
even more ground to the establishment- 
Rightist Conservative Party. 

Most significantly of all, however, the N.P., 
seeing which way the wind was blowing, 
was forced to adopt a most “Right-wing” 
stance during the campaign in order to retain 
support; at times it almost seemed as if Dr. 
Verwoerd was still at the helm of the Party! 

On the negative side, however, the 
Election saw’the H.N.P., which for so long has 
single-handedly maintained the cause of 
White racial-nationalism in South Africa, 
receive a severe - some even believe fatal - 
drubbing at the polls. 

What were the reasons for the fact that the 
C.P. achieved such great success whereas 
the results for the H.N.P. were so 
catastrophic? There are probably three main 
reasons for this. 

1) Many of the electorate were still not 
ready to make the move towards support for 
strict and uncompromising separate 
development. Although P.W. Botha has 
dismantled institutionalised apartheid, de 
facto apartheid still exists, and many patriots 
were not aware of the full disasters which had 
occurred. For them, therefore, the “soft 
option” was the only path which could have 
been expected. 

2) Many racial-nationalists who were 
aware of the full extent of P.W. Botha’s sell¬ 
out were so keen to defeat him at the polls 
that they supported the patriotic party which 
they thought most likely to be able to do this - 
regardless of where their own ideological 
support really laid. With all their financial 
backing and media coverage, the C.P. was 
certainly the party which seemed most likely 
to suceed. 

3) The H.N.P. shot itself in the foot. 
Although the C.P. refused to enter into an 
electoral pact with the H.N.P. the H.N.P. 
leadership totally over-reacted to this by 
attempting to contest practically every seat 
where the C.P. was standing. If they had 


stuck to their own side of the proposal by 
only fighting approximately 50 seats not only 
would they have gained the reputation of 
being the “good guys”, but they would also 
have been able to concentrate their limited 
resources better. 

SINISTER 

There was however another far more 
sinister example of self-inflicted sabotage 
which greatly affected the H.N.P. campaign. 

The H.N.P. gained their first ever 
Parliamentary success when Louis Stofberg 
won the Sasolburg by-election in October 
1985. In the celebrations after the victory it 
was the name of H.N.P. leader Jaap Marais 
which supporters chanted, rather than that of 
Stofberg himself. From that moment on, by all 
accounts, Stofberg was determined to 
become Marais successor. 

Prior to the Sasolberg by-election 
there appeared to be four main 
contestants in the leadership stakes,*all 
with pretty even chances. 

1) Stofberg himself. A popular platform 
speaker, and favourite of the traditionalist 
Afrikaans-only wing of the Party. 

2) Prof. Johan Schabort - the hero of the 
radical wing of the Party. A brilliant academic 
and biological-racial scientist, and a giant of a 
man both politically and philosophically. A 
particular favourite amongst English- 
speaking radicals in the Party. 

3) Prof. A.D. Pont - a Doctor of Theology, 
not surprisingly supported by the ultra¬ 
religious wing of the Party. 

4) Meinhard Peters - also positioned 
within the radical wing of the Party but at only 
39 years of age he is probably more likely to 
become the next leader but one. 

After his Sasolburg victory the prestige 
seemed to go to Stofberg’s head, and he 
immediately set about assuring his own 
succession. Prof. Pont was effectively 
neutralised and his support swung basically 
to Stofberg’s side. Stofberg and his 
supporters then managed to manipulate Prof. 
Schabort’s exit from the Party following his 
expose of the sinister internationalist links of 
certain of those connected to the damp-squib 
Afrikaans cultural organisation, the Afrikaner 
Volkswag, and his objections to the H.N.P.’s 
affiliation to it. 

Following Schabort’s removal from the 
Party Stofberg and his clique set about 
antagonising the English-speaking section of 
the Party in general. The first Parliamentary 


by-election after Sasolburg where the H.N.P. 
was to fight unopposed by the C.P. was at 
Klip Rivier in Northern Natal. 

Members of the Patriotic Forum, a Durban- 
based mainly English-speaking movement of 
H.N.P. supporters, had planned to give their 
voluntary help in this campaign, but Stofberg 
let it be known that their support would not 
be welcomed as they were English speakers, 
and - crime of crimes - working class! 

As half the White population of South Africa 
is English-speaking, and as at the 1981 
Election the H.N.P. obtained 30% of their 
support from English-speakers, this would 
not seem to be the best tactics to win power. 
But for Stofberg it would appear that the 
obtaining of the Party leadership is more 
important than the success of the Party itself. 

HAND OF FRIENDSHIP 

The actions and effectiveness of the C.P. 
since becoming official opposition in 
Parliament have greatly exceeded the 
expectations of radical racial nationalists. 
The C.P. has held out a warm and sincere 
hand of friendship to even the most hard-line 
of former H.N.P. members. 

The most effective of the new band of C.P. 
Parliamentarians turns out to be Mr. Arrie 
Paulus, formerly leader of the White Mine 
Workers Union. To the delight of radical 
White patriots throughout the land he has 
utilised Parliament as a forum to defend the 
rights and interests of the White workers of 
South Africa in a manner that Stofberg never 
did. 

One of the main reasons for the growth of 
the C.P. has been the very structure of the 
Party. Unlike the H.N.P., which is a 
centralised organisation with one nationwide 
Party structure based in Pretoria, the C.P. is 
organised on a provincial basis, with all four 
provinces having their own autonomous 
structures. Unlike the H.N.P. the C.P. gives 
considerable lee-way to local branch 
officials to comment on specific local issues. 
This decentralised structure of course makes 
it far less likely for any small clique of power- 
seekers to seize control and destroy the 
Party. 

British Nationalists should learn from the 
lessons of South Africa. Notwithstanding the 
fact that we far prefer the policies and 
ideology of the H.N.P., the C.P. has shown that 
it has an organisational structure far better 
suited for the implementation of any policies 
which we may support, namely the ability to 
gain national Parliamentary power. 

A new dawn has therefore risen in 
White South African politics, and it is a 
new dawn which must fill all genuine 
racial-nationalists with great 
encouragement and enthusiasm for the 
future. This enthusiasm is not based on 
any rise or decline in the fortunes of any 
particular party, but is cau^d by the 
great surge and shift of support towards 
the direction of patriotic sentiment 
demonstrated at the recent General 
Election. More details will be reported 
in the next article of this series. 








BEYOND ‘POPULAR CAPITALISM’ 


Thatcher’s Election victory, but... 

THE NFS OPPORTUNITY 


IN THE LAST issue of Vanguard, Joe Pearce demonstrated that 
Labour’s defeat in the recent General Election offers, in the long 
run, a great opportunity to the NF. Labour has failed to arrest its 
decline, and its increasing isolation from what remains of its 
traditional White working-class support base as it hares off in 
pointless pursuit of Blacks, queers and other unpopular minorities. 

In the end, the White working class, especially in areas such as the North of 
England, will turn away from an increasingly bourgeois and obscurantist 
Labour Party toward a radical, patriotic alternative - us. But what of the 
implications for the NF of the Tories’ victory? What of the millions who voted 
for Thatcher? 


Superficially, it may seem that Thatcher’s 
victory was simply a triumph of short-sighted 
selfish greed. It may appear that for the first 
time a British Prime Minister has not merely 
tried to bribe the electorate, but openly and 
crassly succeeded. Through “privatisation” 
and council house sell-offs, millions, not 
traditionally Tories, had been dealt a slice of 
the Capitalist action. A slice they would 
defend - the value of their new houses and 
shares, and hence their own bank balances, 
depending visibly on keeping the Tories in 
power. 

CORRUPT ELECTORATE? 

Not just a corrupt Government, then, but a 
corrupt electorate? Britain bought and sold 
for a semi apiece and a few shares in the gas 
and the phones? Not an inspiring picture. But 
is it the truth? 

Let’s look closer. Why did so many people 
vote Tory? Was it that they share the 
exaltation of ruthless self-seeking rapacity 
and dog eat-dog plutocratic greed which is 
the heart and core of the Thatcherite vision? 
What did the millions of new Tory voters 
Thatcher has made think they were getting 
out of voting Conservative? A few more quid 
in the bank? Or something more real, 
something more substantial? 

Certainly, greed and an appetite for 
conspicuous consumption does drive the 
yuppies and the City whizz-kids. But they are 
a small minority of those who sustain 
her in power. For most of the new Tories, 
Thatcher’s “Revolution” has brought them 
something more real than a flash car, a swank 
Chelsea flat and Perrier water at the wine bar 
in place of honest ale down the pub. 

Council house sell-offs and privatisation 
have given millions of ordinary, decent 
British families - apparently - a home of their 
own and a share in the profit generated by 
their labours: substantial private property, 
often for the first time in their lives or those of 
their forebears. And the desire to own such 
property - a home for oneself and one’s family 
and a share in the wealth one’s own work 
creates - is a far more profound, and infinitely 
worthier, aspiration than mere greed. 

The general satisfaction of that aspiration, 
the widespread ownership of private 



Thatcher & Kinnock: between them they 
have helped to create the conditions for 
Nationalism to thrive. 


property through home-ownership and the 
basing of the economy upon many small 
businesses and workers’ co-ops rather than a 
few large plutocratic or one huge 
bureaucratic combines is given by a socio¬ 
economic system known as Distributism. 

It was not invented by Thatcher, but by 
men such as G.K. Chesterton and Hilaire 
Belloc in the early years of this century. For 
many years it has been the core of the social 
programme of the National Front. As the 
General Election proved, it is what millions of 
Britons want. 

DOWNFALL 

But Distributism is not in reality what they 
will get from Thatcher. She offers the 
appearance - and thereby wins General 
Elections. But she cannot and will not deliver 


STEVE BRADY 

the substance - and thereby lays the ultimate 
seeds of her downfall and our victory. For 
what Thatcher actually offers is not, for most 
people, property but the illusion of property. 

The millions of post-Thatcher “new home 
owners” do not really own their homes. The 
building societies do, as the “home owners” 
will swiftly discover if they fall behind on 
their mortgage repayments, repayments at 
usurious interest rates, rates not even fixed 
when the loan is agreed but variable at the 
lender’s whim. Fail to pay, and the building 
society will repossess “your” home. 

Already, the rate of such repossession is 
rising fast. Let some quirk or crisis of global 
Capitalism push up interest rates in New York 
or Tokyo, and British families in 
Wolverhampton or Worthing will end up on 
the streets. Enough of this, and a 
dispossessed majority of ex-“home-owners” 
will awake to the fact that they have been 
conned. 

Similarly, privatisation is not really 
“popular Capitalism” - though the illusion that 
it is may for a while make Capitalism popular. 
The fact that millions of people own a few, or 
a few hundred, shares apiece does not mean 
that control of British industry has passed out 
of the hands of the plutocrats and City 
institutions into those of the British people. 

Quite the reverse, since the more widely 
the bulk of a company’s share issue is 
dispersed and divided up the smaller 
becomes the block holding required to 
ensure effective control of the company. If 
only a few big City sharks are shareholders, 
the winner may need as much as 51% of the 
voting stock to gain control. If 90% or more of 
the shares are divided fairly evenly amongst 
millions of small shareholders, a few per cent 
of the stock in one pair of hands may well 
confer effective control of the business. 

NO CONTROL 

Moreover privatisation has not given its 
ordinary beneficiaries any share of, or say in, 
in most cases, their own place of work. Most 
of the new shareholders do not work for 
British Gas or British Telecom or British 
Airways etc. Those who do don’t, as we’ve 
seen, get any real control over their own 
workplace anyway, but at least their 
dividend represents a share in the wealth 
they have actually created. 

Indeed, much of the money made out of 
privatisation, even by ordinary people, does 
not represent wealth created by anyone. It 
simply reflects the increase in the value of 
their shares on the Stock Market, an increase 
made certain by Thatcher’s deliberate 
undervaluing of privatised share issues, 
ensuring easy and quick profits for millions - 
a cynical bribe. 

Millions may rejoice because their initially 
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undervalued shares triple in value at the City 
casino called the Stock Exchange. They will 
be less overjoyed when that turns out to be 
the end of it, and their shares oscillate 
erratically up and down at the whim of 
brokers, rising because of a rumour in Tokyo 
and plummeting because of a whisper along 
Wall Street. They may even begin to wonder 
if the Stock Market is no more than a crooked 
Capitalist casino with little relevance to real 
work. 

Meanwhile, as the British economy 
continues to slide increasingly into oblivion, 
their shares will become less and less 
valuable. In the end, privatisation will expose 
millions to the realities of Capitalism and to 
their own impotence in the face of its real 
i olers. 

GENUINE 

The National Front alone however, offer 
genuine privatisation - the handing over of 
ownership and control of enterprises too 
large to be run as family businesses entirely 
and exclusively to their own workforce as 
workers’ co-operatives. 

Thatcher’s “Revolution” has raised in the 
minds of millions expectations she cannot 
fulfill. She has taught millions to want a 
property-owning democracy that 
Conservatism, in thrall to multinational 
Capitalism, cannot deliver. She has also 
given them a personal reason to oppose 
Marxism, and its Labour Party front, which 
does not even offer the prospect of private 
property. 

Thatcher has created a majority in Britain 
who believe th*ey do have something to lose 
from Marxism. So, when Capitalism fails 
them, and they turn to a radical alternative, it 
will not be to the “Left”. They will turn 
instead - if we are ready for them, and 
have got our message across in the 
meantime - to those who will give them the 
homes and the share in the fruits of their 
labours Thatcher falsely promised them. 
They will turn to the National Front. 

For we, and we alone, offer what most who 
voted Tory, and most who voted Labour in 
the last election really want. We offer real 
private property - and real workers’ power. 
We offer a real revolution - and we offer it not 
just to the South-East but to Wales, Scotland, 
Northern England and Ulster. 

Labour’s defeat has shown that the British 
people do not want “anti-racism”, CND and 
queers. Thatcher’s victory has shown that 
they do want the distribution of private 
property among the people. 

Both further demonstrate that what the 
people actually want - if only they realised it - 
is the National Front, and our vision of a New 
Britain. 

Our task is to awaken the people to 
that fact, so that, when Labour betrays 
the old working classes and 
Conservatism betrays the new home 
and share owning«classes both will turn 
to \ts. 

Kinnock .and Thatcher between them 
have laid the objective preconditions 
for NF victory. It is now up to us to 
achieve the subjective state and popular 
perception of the NF needed to make 
that victory a reality. 


MUSIC SCENE 


TOWARDS A NEW FOLK 

MUSIC BOB NASH 


WHEN one speaks of Folk Music, there is a 
tendancy to think of old England and the 
sound of lutes played by singing minstrels, or 
of some Celtic Harpist relaying old tales of 
Kings and battles; or finally of the swirl of the 
Scotish pipes from some distant glen. 

However, it is important to remember that 
the nature of Folk Music, the music of the 
ordinary people, has changed according to 
the nature of the musical instruments that 
were commonly available to those ordinary 
people across the centuries. 

Once an individual had either made or 
obtained some form of musical instrument 
and mastered its use, he could then use it like 
any other tool as a means of self-expression. 
Whereas early Folk Music had lutes and 
woodwind instruments as its main tools, the 
later development of the guitar changed the 
means of expression, but not the subject 
expressed, namely the ideals of a common 
racial community. 


the corrupting and creatively stifling confines 
of the current music establishment. This is 
not such an ardous task as it might at first 
seem:- an independent White Music industry 
could be achieved. 


POOL RESOURCES 

If a group of Nationalists were to pool 
their financial resources they could have 
sufficient capital available to set up their own 
recording studio, for use by Nationalist 
music groups and musicians in significant 
numbers to take advantage of these facilities. 

Similarly, if Nationalist groups were to 
play to small audiences, say 200 to 300 
people but at the same time organise their 
concerts or gigs themselves, controlling the 
sale of tickets and group merchandise, such 
as records, tapes and t-shirts etc, without the 
use of middlemen, they too would soon 



The essence of the folk song and dance tradition - the whole community can participate 
for it is an expression of ideals shared by that whole community. 


In modern society with the advent of big 
cities there has been an uprooting of old 
village-style communities, and a tendency to 
develop a sense of rootlessness. However, 
this sense of isolation can be remedied, and 
one of the ways to do this is to create a new 
form of Folk Music. 

BLAND 

The current Music Industry is multi¬ 
national and tends towards a bland mass- 
concept in pursuit of profit. The antidote to 
this is for individuals and groups to operate 
independently of the music industry, playing 
to smaller audiences and specifically, people 
who >vant to hear their music. 

We therefore need our own -writers and 
musicians who are Nationalists, and are 
interested in promoting their music outside 


profit while continuing to have artistic 
control over the style of music and lyrics 
they wanted to play. 

By the creation of a small intimate White- 
orientated music industry, we could once 
more re-furnish the spirit under which British 
Folk Music once flourished. In fact we would 
be creating a new Folk Music, propelled by 
the message of British Nationalism and 
totally relevant to the lives and aspirations of 
our people in contemporary society. 

By the development of such a new system 
not only would it make the poisonous influence 
of the current Music Industry irrelevant, we 
would also be communicating directly to our 
own people, especially to the young, of the 
pride to be found in their own race and 
traditions. We have the tools to hand, all we 
need is the will to use them. 
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COLONIALISM - Indian style 


Lies, Damn Lies and Politicians 

JAMES HALL 


POLITICIANS tell lies. They use them as a tool for retaining power 
just like they use force, and withmuchthe same regard for morality. 
In a world full of brazenly lying politicians we should perhaps have 
got used to their shameless humbug but every so often one of them 
manages to excel himself , even by the dubious standards of 
international diplomacy. Rajiv Ghandi is such a politician. 


He is the head of a country that boasts 
a population of 650 million people who 
speak a variety of languages, boast a 
variety of customs, believe a variety of 
religions and is made up of a variety of 
races. 

It is his job to try and please all those 
people all the time - and of course it doesn’t 
work. It never does. The country has more 
than a few race riots, (two thousand killed 
every time the government tries to decide 
which language should become the official 
one), caste riots, and food riots. He himself 
faces political trouble within his own party 
and his falling public popularity is beginning 
to show at the polls. 

He’s none too popular with the neighbours 
either;- apart from trouble with the Moslem 
countries to the east and west, Bangladesh 
and Pakistan, he’s got Afghanistan on his 
northern border, his troops clash with 
Chinese border militia and as if that was not 
enough the giant Russian bear lays a friendly 
paw on his shoulder every so often. 

So if Rajiv tells lies now and then, or 
indulges in a few theatricals then who can 
blame him - after all he has to keep this 
cobbled up patchwork of nations together as 
a viable international political entity; as well 
as looking out for himself of course. 

LOUD NOISES 

That’s why at the last Commonwealth 
conference he made loud noises about our 
trade with South Africa, they were cheap 
shots and he could afford them. India doesn’t 
have any trade with South Africa you see, 
consequently economic sanctions wouldn’t 
have touched India in the slightest. In fact it 
might have opened a few doors for her own 
goods had his self righteous moralising paid 
off. 

What really sticks in the gullet though with 
the whole Commonwealth palava is that it is 
the white Commonwealth which pays for it 
all; Britain pays nearly a third of this 
jamboree’s total annual costs, Australia and 
Canada another quarter each. India pays a 
total of one and a half per cent! The rest of the 
coconut colonies pay even less. Even so the 
party only carries on because the whites pay 
up promptly. At the moment there is still 
twenty per cent of the total contributions yet 
to come. Rajiv Ghandi doesn’t even pay for 
his own soapbox! 

One particular act of cheap popularity 
boosting however went so far over the top 
that even his most ardent admirers, looked 
sheepishly at the ground, shuffled around 



Rajiv Ghandi - getting a hot welcome in 
Sri Lanka recently . _ 

and coughed politely - the airdrop of relief 
supplies to the Tamils in Sri Lanka. 

CLOUT 

It was a gesture designed for domestic 
consumption only of course. Fifty 
million Tamils living in southern India 
have a lot of political clout. The news of 
their racial kith and kin taking a bit of a 
hiding in neighbouring Sri Lanka for 
resorting to terrorism in order to set up 
a separate homeland was not good news 
for Rajiv. A hundred million legs 
stamping up and down demanding t hat 
he do something meant that he had to do 
something - but quick. Hence the air 
drop. 


For a politician that leads the Third World 
in constantly whining at Britain for its 
Imperial past and supposed neo-colonial 
attitudes of today, invading another country’s 
airspace in order to feed its terrorists must 
rank pretty high on the list of transparent 
hypocrisies. 

Of course he could always come clean and 
admit that he was only intervening in a 
legitimate sphere of influence, but to do that 
would be to admit that India was the prime 
colonial power of the region. It would also 
make his beloved Commonwealth look 
pretty damn silly since Sri Lanka is also a 
member, and the whole idea of it is that 
members are independent sovereign states 
all being nice and chummy to each other. 

Let’s suppose he was right though, just for 
the sake of argument, in dropping this 
“humanitarian aid” to his racial cousins, and 
that was all there was to it; a juggling act 
between various pressing, inviolable needs 
calling for a bit of bare faced cheek every so 
often just to stop everything falling down 
about our ears. Couldn’t we forgive 
politicians like him? 

Well we would if that was all there was to it. 
The only problem with this line of reasoning 
is that he should also feed the Afghan 
Muhjahdeen camping on his doorstep. They 
are in more of a state than the Tamils. 
Thousands of them have died, entire villages 
have been wiped out, and over four million 
are refugees. He won’t of course because it’s 
the Russians that invaded Afghanistan, and 
Mr Rajiv Ghandi buys most of his arms at 
knockdown prices from the Russians as well 
as having a friendship treaty with them. 

Even more to the point, since it’s a problem 
within his own borders, he should allow the 
Sikhs to set up their own nation of Kalistan. 

TOO CLOSE 

The comparison between Tamil and Sikh is 
probably a bit too close for comfort for 
Ghandi. Their political aims are the same and 
so are their current methods. These Sikhs are 
the ones that shot his mum, turned their 
Golden temple at Amritsar into a fortress, 
shot up the local Hindus and then sniped 
away at the besieging Indian army. 

So what then, can one ask, was he doing 
giving comfort and succour to those Tamils 
that were responsible for machine gunning to 
death 122 Sinhalese bus passengers in one 
go this April, killing a further 106 some days 
later? Well that’s not the real question is it? 
We answered that one right at the beginning. 

The fact is that in trying to keep a 
multiracial, multicultural country 
together as a whole when every natural, 
instinctive force is conspiring to push it 
apart, lies must be told, the media kept 
under strict control and of course force 
used when necessary. 

If it also means embarking on foreign 
adventures, feeding other country’s 
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terrorists whilst shouting the odds about 
imperialism and suppressing one’s own 
dissidents then so be it. If it means having to 
be selective about humanitarian aid for 
foreigners while at the same time ignoring 
food riots at home then that is what will be 
done. 

The logic behind these situations is 
remorseless and it’s no good anyone 
wringing their hands or bleating those same 
old “if onlys” we’ve all heard before. Finding 
it all a bit unpalatable means agreeing with 
the idea that the only constructive thing to do 
is to start dismantling those political/social 
structures which make political decisions 
like Ghandi’s not merely unsavoury but 
actually necessary. 

Which is precisely why, to be effective, 
anyone who agrees the need for a change 
needs first to understand the basic question:- 
“What, in each particular case, is the cause 
and what the effect”? 

In India for instance, it is Ghandi and the 
rest of his rich cronies holding the country 
together. They do it because there is money 
to be made that way. It is they that make 
the system. In Britain the situation is actually 
the other way around. Whatever their party 
background or private views our politicians 
become impotent and blind when faced with 
the sight of a multicultural Britain that isn’t 
working either. They do it because it gives 
them a quiet life where they can sit back and 
again make money. The system makes the 
politicians if you like. 

Our task as nationalists is to explain 
exactly that to people, it is to show them 
how and .what changes could be made 
and not merely shout that it must. We 
must prove to people that we are more 
capable and are more honest and can 
see more clearly than the Ghandi’s and 
hand-wringers of this world. That it is 
nationalism that is the way forward. 

On the day we do that its tomorrow 
will belong to us. 
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REVIEWS 



NATIONAL MUSIC Ralph Vaughan 


Williams. Possibly one of the best ever 
defences of the ideals of artistic Nationalism, by 
one of England’s greatest 20th century 
composers. Athough it will obviously be of 
especial interest to those with an interest in 
classical music there is much in this fascinating 
work to interest everyone. Topics covered 
include ‘Should music be National?’, The 
evolution of folk-song’, The history of 
Nationalism in Music’, and The social 
foundation of music’. This book has # been 
shamefully ignored by Nationalists in the past: 
it is highly recommended now. 

Pb 312pp, £5.95 
(plus 45p post & packaging) 



DECLINE & FALL OF tHE FREUDIAN 
EMPIRE Prof H. Eysenck. The pseudo¬ 
science of-Freudian psychoanalysis is 
ruthlessly and effectively demolished by Prof 
Eysenck. Eysenck is, of course, best known to 
Nationalists for his research and writings on the 
subject of racial differences in intelligence, and 
he has fearlessly shown how Whites have a 
much higher average level of intelligence to 
Negroes. Freud - like Karl Marx a nineteenth 
century* German-Jew - has had a massively 
destructive influence on twentieth century 
Western thought. As he is one of Britain’s 
top psychologists Eysenck’s demolition job 
on Freudianism is very welcome. 

Pb 224pp. £3.95 (35p) 



AUTHUR’S BRITAIN Leslie Alcock. This 
remarkable book assembles all that is known 
about the shadowy period of British history, 
following the Roman occupation, from the 
fourth to the seventeenth century. History and 
myth alike about the Celtic British hero Arthur 
are examined in detail by Alcock. This book will 
be of interest to all who are interested in 
Britain’s heritage. 

Pb 415pp illustrated. £4.95 (50p) 



MYSTERIOUS BRITAIN Janet & Colin 
Bord. This excellently illustrated book delves 
into some of the earliest folk-history of the 
British people. Gives a real understanding of 
the lives of the first inhabitants of the British 
Isles. 

Pb 287pp illustrated £4.95 (65p) 



COTTAGE ECONOMY William Cobbett. 
With a preface by G.K. Chesterton. This is 
effectively a manifesto of Cobbett’s philosophy 
of self-sufficiency. Written in his usual blunt and 
honest style it shows clearly why Cobbett has 
been a source of inspiration to patriots for a 
century and a half. 

Pb 220pp. £3.95 (35p) 


The above books are available from - 
Vanguard Publications, P.O. Box 634, 
Hove, Sussex, BN3 5FZ. Cheques/P.O.’s 
payable to 'Vanguard Publications’ 
please. 
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THE E.E.C. 


REGAINING OUR NATION 


THE role of political conspiracies in determining events is 
a subject that has long interested many patriots. In this 
article Dorothy Austin and William Pearce, both active in 
the anti-Common Market movement, look at some of the 
forces behind the EEC. 

Although Vanguard does not agree with all of the 
contents of this article we publish it in the interests of free 
debate, and to promote constructive discussion on the 
subject. 


As Nationalists we are becoming more and more 
infuriated at the lies and deceit being perpetrated by all 
parties on the subject of the Common Market. We 
believe that even real patriots are being hood-winked 
into believing that they can simply pass laws and all will 
be plain sailing. 

The Common Market was formulated as a goal 
centuries ago by the ‘Illuminati’ as part of their ‘one 
world’ aspirations. Its intent was to subjugate the 
British Isles, the most difficult part, into an already 
subjugated Europe to construct one part of the 
‘Trilateral’ of which many are aware. The other two 
parts are the U.S.A. and Japan. 

With Eastern Europe already subjugated we would 
then, before long have the Orwellian Eurasia 
completed. However it is not as easy as that; for 
Communists one must insert International 
Capitalists. Thus we hear of Communist millionaires, 
a nonsense in words if it were not for the fact that 
Communism is not all brotherly love, but in fact 
slavery for the masses for the benefit of the few, i.e. 
Capitalism. 

It therefore stands to reason that by ‘convincing’a 
few high ranking politicians of the ‘necessity’ of 
European Union the wheels could be set in motion. 
Obviously no politician could risk his life and limb 
enough to declare the destruction of all that is British 
at a stroke and so the traditional deviousness, half 
truths, and downright lies were imposed upon us by 
politicians; commentators, and ‘useful’ i.e. gullible or 
evil media sources. 

Immediately after the last war, where, as usual, 
European was fighting European the trap was sprung 
and the defeated were convinced that it was necessary 
to seek refuge from the bogeyman - Communist 
Russia. Then began talks to ‘unify’ Europe and, with 
the help of a few traitors, internationalist liberals and 
paid lackeys, and the threat of more war the people 
agreed to a loose basically agricultural and industrial 
amalgum of traders with the blessing of 
Governments. 

That the whole concept was bizarre must be 
obvious since all it produced was subsidised glut at 
high prices. Markets outside were limited and in any 
event the Trilateralists needed the one piece of the 
jigsaw that was vital. The British, who, quite beyond 
any logicality for ‘Marxists’ could count for certain 
upon loving and voluntary support in emergencies 
from the far corners of the globe,must be smashed and 
humilliated out of existence. A snag to the plan was 
General de Gaulle of France who with experience of 
history thought that Britain would be bad for France 
in the Common Market. Also his relations with both 
Churchill and Roosvelt were somewhat frigid and he 
was a patriot of France. 

However, pressure from the International 
Capitalist sector proved too much for him and as 
‘our’ representatives cheated and misrepresented the 
position to the British people and .were willingly 
cheated by the common market, into surrendering the 
very sea which had been our saviour for so many 
hundreds of years, and with it our maritime and 
fishing industries and our industrial might, we were 
conned by a mere seven votes in the House ; of 
Commons under the Premiership of Edward Heath, 


who had declared that he would only enter with the 
wholehearted endorsement of the British people. 
Some who lie are relegated to ignomony, some get 
yacht’s - it’s all very queer. So Britain was railroaded 
into this European Economic Catastrophe. 

The Common Market is not one of the desires of the 
British people and would never have been chosen by 
them had they been asked. The so called ‘referendum’ 
was called, or stage managed because of that very fact. 
The frighteners were put on the population, forecasting 
unemployment etc, and the media was mobilised in 
order to obtain any form of aquiesence which could be 
described as agreement. 

At that point our insularity took over again and we, 
the people (with the exception of the do-gooder 
liberal element) ignored the very existence of the Euro 
Assembly and its so called members to the extent that 
only around one third of the population bothered to 
register any vote. Thus is the view of the public today 
and it is difficult to find anyone who states that they 
agree even with the Common Market. Unfortunately 
the game has changed and, behind our backs, lying 
through their teeth, misrepresenting the past, 
misleading about the future, the tools of the 
Trilateralists weave their treacherous webs. “The 
Common Market” has now become the “European 
Economic Community” and the very latest is that the 
sovereignty of countries has been deliberately 
surrendered by governments of this “community” to 
the extent that any majority can impose its demands 
upon the minority. 

Britain is a net importer of goods and all other 
members are net exporters and it is obvious who will 
do the telling and who will have to abide by decisions 
of foreigners. Harking back for a moment it can be 
recalled that, with the rest of the European continent 
enslaved only Britain stood out (with the great help of 
our true friends from Canada, Rhodesia, Australia, 
South Africa, New Zealand etc) during the last war. 
Europeans, instead of being thankful have been left, 
with a feeling of inadequacy and envy. Our part in 
their liberation is resented historically, and they wish 
rather to hurt us than be grateful. These people are the 
ones who will have the right to decree our destiny 
under the force of another type of law than our own 
and with us powerless to oppose it except by renaging 
upon the agreement, the Single European Act, passed 
recently in Parliament. 

Who or what are these elected representatives who 
would ignore the history of Great Britain, the 
peoples’ desires, the Magna Carta, the geographical 
and economic aspirations of us all. Fools? paid 
lackeys? insular non British interlopers? or plain 
traitors? We personally consider that those who were 
aware of what they voted for must be traitors and 
those who voted purely because of their party policy 
(imposed via the back door by International 
Financiers) must be fools unfit to occupy their place. 

Our destiny was indicated in a map issued by an 
Irish paper in 1978 which graphically foretold that 
only the South-East would survive industrially and 
apart from a few areas designated “tourist” the 
remainder were written off as “stagnation”. 

What we are trying to show is that, whatever issues 
are paramount to all of us, none can be achieved, and 
there would be no purpose in trying to achieve them 
unless we are the masters of our fate. Unless we 
remain England, Scotland, Wales and N. Ireland it 
can hardly matter what happens, and if it does there 
would be no purpose in pursuing any policy, any ideal 
here in the United Kingdom because we will no longer 
govern ourselves and will be under the yoke of the 
Internationalists, and their agents, the H.F.C. 

All readers will be now be too obviously aware of 
that, as well as the political trap, the economic trap 


has been constructed apace. Our Fishing industry has 
been decimated as foreign ‘quotas’ permit foreigners 
to fish our waters to the extinction of our once 
abundant stocks of Fish. Our own decimated fleet has 
to stick to quotas which are blatantly ignored by our 
“partners”. Policing of even this imposition is biased 
against our own more law abiding fisherman and is 
hopelessly inadequate to prevent cheating, despite the 
fact that the whole Fishing grounds recently belonged 
to us, the British. 

After a while, when the people had digested the 
Common Market, a new name came upon the scene. 
It was the European Economic Community: the 
E.E.C. This now implied that we had agreed to giving 
up British sovereignty to a conglomeration of 
European one-world fanatics and that we were well 
aware of it. Government had by then changed and 
Harold Wilson had called for a referendum since his 
Party were being restless. He connived in so rigging 
the outcome that people were intimidated through 
ignorance, irrational fears of massive unemployment 
and the implication that the rest of the world had 
vanished, into believing that we had no option but to 
join. Honesty would have produced a No vote, but 
honesty was absent. A significant endorsement of 
what we say can be seen by the public interest in Euro 
Election for the Assembly which they now have the 
effrontery to call the Euro Parliament. 

We were categorically assured that our farming 
industry was the most efficient in Europe and that we 
would reign supreme. They forgot to say that they 
would change the rules, as they do each time we gain 
any advantage, and now at last the penny has dropped 
as our farmers bemoan their fate with biased quotas 
and ever changing conditions. Now they are being 
urged to go out of business and to construct Nature 
Walks etc, whilst our foodstuffs are to be imported to 
an ever greater extent from the acknowledgedly less 
efficient continental farms. 

Industrially, the great wealth indicated to usduring 
the Referendum as we entered a huge new market of 
hundreds of millions did not take account of the fact 
that we are trying to sell shoes to shoemakers. The 
products we manufactured were adequately catered 
for already and the industries has consolidated 
themselves. Further their transport costs did not 
include sea transportation. Indeed the whole scene 
had been set for the current north/south divide many 
years ago and only the south east was intended to 
obtain any benefit from their industries. 
Consequently the price of land, accomodation and 
travel rocketed in these areas in order to prevent any 
actual Financial gain for other than the International 
set and the City. 

Once we sold ‘shoes’ to people who needed them 
and who had a surplus of sheep for instance. Once, 
and these places have not gone away. These people all 
have suffered because we were ‘conned’ into the 
European calamity. Our own kith and kin are now 
having to ally themselves for their own survival to 
their and our traditional enemies whilst wedoexactly 
the same in Europe. 

Thus is exhibited the power of the Bilderberger 
devotees; the Trilatrialist Commission members and 
International Zionism. The ‘one world’ goal is that 
much nearer and it is not intended to be a benign and 
paternalistic Government but rather an autocratic 
and suppressive regime the like of which the 
extremists of history would rank with ‘Noddy’ and 
‘Just William’ in their alleged brutalities. 

This situation is not about the Common Market as 
such, but until this most vital part of the Grand Scheme, 
sometimes referred to as the ‘Conspiracy’ is ‘holed’ by 
defiance and until they therefore realise that this part of 
the plan has failed, and with it the substance of the 
whole plan, it will move inexorably forward and here we 
come back to the original point; there is no point in 
formulating plans for what Nationalists will do. Firstly 
we must regain our Nation. 


16 






THE A.I.D.S. CRISIS 


OUT OF AFRICA 


SINCE we exposed AIDS as primarily a 
disease of homosexuals, drug addicts 
and Negroes, but not normal 
heterosexuals in Vanguard No. 9 more 
evidence has flowed in to support us. 

At the recent international AIDS 
conference in Washington, attended by 
6,000 of the World’s top experts on the 
disease, scientists from the University of the 
West Indies revealed that their extensive 
studies had revealed that negroes are 
“genetically many time more susceptible” to 
AIDS than Whites - just as we reported in 
Vanguard. Doctors from London’s St Mary’s 
Hospital believe this increased negro 
susceptibility is due to a specific cell protein 
inherited by Blacks which helps the AIDS 
HIV-1 virus bind to and attack the vital T4 
lymphocytes which defend the body against 
infection. 

This is especially important because all the 
real evidence showing that AIDS epidemics 
can threaten the normal heterosexual 
population comes from Negroes in Africa. 
Apart from being much more vulnerable to 
the disease than Whites, African 
heterosexuals are also far more at risk 
because of the epidemic of VD spread by 
prostitutes, as traditional African tribal life 
breaks down and Blacks cram into the cities. 

AIDS can be caught in normal sexual 


intercourse if one or both partners have 
venereal sores on their sexual organs. In 
Kampala, Uganda, 10% of the population have 
untreated gonorrhoea, compared with 0.31% 
in London: the VD rate is thirty times higher 
per head! 

As Dr. Paul Clarke, former consultant on 
tropical diseases at the Ministry of Defence 
pointed out on June 23rd, British 
businessmen and holidaymakers who visit 
sub-Saharan Africa and sleep with native 
women are over a hundred times more at risk 
of getting AIDS than they would be as normal 
heterosexuals in Britain. 

Dr. Clarke further advised British visitors to 
Africa to avoid local blood transfusions which 
thanks to primitive and dirty local medical 
standards are 50 times more likely to give 
you AIDS than British blood. 

Dr. Clarke accused the government of 
putting British lives at risk by covering up this 
African AIDS risk in order to avoid offending 
Black regimes. The Black regimes 
themselves are now well known, as the 
Sunday Times revealed on June 21st, to be 
trying to cover up their AIDS figures to avoid 
frightening off tourists. 

MONKEY BUSINESS 

Another AIDS cover-up had the gaff blown 
on it at the Washington conference. Although 


at first telling the truth, the government has 
now removed all references to the African 
origins of the HIV-1 AIDS virus in its Health 
Education leaflets, in order not to offend 
Blacks. Alas for them, a new AIDS virus, HIV- 
2, has just popped up. Guess where? In 
Central and West Africa. Yet again, it seems 
that Africans are getting the disease from 
monkeys. 

So the cover-up of the link between Blacks 
and AIDS is wearing thin. The government 
faces a choice. It can go on pretending that 
“AIDS isn’t prejudiced” - and people, 
especially Black people, will go on dying. Or, 
for the first time, it can face the facts of racial 
differences. 

British heterosexuals are at risk especially 
from the very racemixing the government 
has so long encouraged. White men who 
sleep with VD and AIDS-infected African 
prostitutes, and White women who sleep 
with Black men - for infected semen is the 
only significant means of hetersexual 
catching of AIDS among Whites. 

It is time Thatcher dropped the ‘’AIDS 
isn’t prejudiced” lie. The truth, for 
heterosexual non-drug-injecting Bkitons, 
is that AIDS is simply the Black Death, 
and that racemixing can kill not just the 
race, but the racemixer. 



ART 

DEATH OF A DAUBER 


COLIN McCahon, who died 
recently, has been called the 
greatest painter to have 
emerged from New Zealand. If 
that is so one can feel nothing 
but pity for art lovers ‘down- 
under’. 

King of the Jews , painted by 
McCahon in 1947, says more about 
his singular lack of talent than any 
number of words could ever do. 
Behind the Madonna holding the 
crucified Jesus is something which 
looks suspiciously like a lavatory 
bowl. Either way, a lavatory bowl 
would have been a fitting place to 
confine this simplistic scrawl upon 
completion. 

McCahon’s own account of 
seeing a signwriter at work in a 
shop window when he was a child 
explained the source of his 
preoccupation with scribbling 
words across many of his later 
paintings. The signwriter “slowly 
separated himself from me (and 
light from dark) to make his new 
creation. The grace of the lettering 


as it arched across the window in 
gleaming gold, suspended on its 
dull red field but leaping free from 
its own black shadow, pointed to a 
new and magnificent world of 
painting. ” 

However, the clumsy infantile 
script he used in his own paintings 
resembled the hastily scribbled 
signs found at the gates of 
orchards or smallholdings to 
advertise the items and prices of 
produce for sale. The truth is that 
behind the pseudo-intellectual 
and pretentious prattle, McCahon 
never even had the talent of the 
meticulous signwriter he saw as a 
child. Yet the signwriter, a 
craftsman worthy of respect, is 
confined to anonymous and 
eternal obscurity while McCahon 
is revered as an ‘artist’. 

In spite of the acclaim McCahon 
may receive in avant garde 
circles, the death of this dauber 
will leave the world of genuine art 
all the richer. 
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NATIONALIST VIEWPOINTS 


YOUR VIEWS 
MAKE NEWS! 

VANGUARD welcomes your letters. 

Please write to: Vanguard , P.O. Box 

634, Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 

BIRMINGHAM THANKS 

Dear Vanguard, 

May I through your magazine, thank 
everyone who had donated to the 
Greenwich and Sheffield Defence Fund, 
with special acknowledgement to an 
anonymous donor who gave £200, and to 
our friends from Doncaster and Norwich 
who sent money directly to Birmingham. 

All the lads fined have benefitted from 
the fund, and they have all said the 
experience has made them all more 
determined to carry on fighting for Race 
and Nation. 

So much so that at the recent anti-IRA 
demo in Birmingham, where a march in 
support of the hunger strikers was 
vigourously opposed by West Midlands 
NF, one lad fined at Sheffield was fined a 
further £400. 

As always, yours for race and Nation, 

John Hill, 

West Midlands Regional Organiser. 

CELTIC CROSS - YES 

Dear Sir, 

Since joining the National Front I have 
worn the Celtic Cross proudly about my 
neck. For me it is an affirmation of 
everything that I believe in, of all that I am 
or aspire to be. I cannot agree with G. 
Burgess of Coleraine that it is an 
inappropriate symbol for a British 
Nationalist, far less an “evil trinket”, as he 
puts it. 

Furthermore I think he is quite wrong to 
suggest that we “play down” the Celtic 
contribution to British civilisation, and to 
dismiss that contribution as minimal is 
plainly ridiculous. 

I am English and as proud of my 
heritage as any Scotsman, Irishman or 
Welshman. I have made Anglo-Saxon 
history, language and culture my special 
study, but I have not fallen into the trap of 
dismissing or ignoring the achievements of 


NEW BOOKLIST 
PUBLISHED 

Over 80 books of interest to all 
Nationalists, plus posters, 
badges and stickers. This 
booklist is now available and is 
FREE! Just send a SAE to 
Vanguard Publications, P.O.Box 
634, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 5FZ if 
you want a copy. 


my Celtic neighbours or blinded myself to 
the fact that there is much that is Celtic in 
my own English roots. 

The Celt, the Saxon, the Dane, the 
Norman - all have made their contribution 
to that unique civilisation called Britain, 
which we are now fighting to preserve. 
Before all else we are British, the children 
of Albion, and the Celtic cross is our 
symbol, whatever the I.R.A. may think! 

Yours sincerely, 
Richard Weaver 
Devon. 

CELTIC CROSS - NO 

Dear Sir, 

We recognise that the Celtic 
Cross/Sunwheel has been a symbol 
associated with British Nationalism since 
the days of the White Defence League and 
the National Labour Party, and the National 
Front as the largest Nationalist group 
should have first call on this symbol. 

However, we would like to point out that 
the letters ‘NF’ are a symbol in themselves 
and far better known to the British public. 
As Andrew Brons pointed out in a recent 
article, the Union Jack has become 
associated in the popular imagination with 
the NF. Does the National Front therefore 
require an additional symbol? Certainly the 
Celtic Cross should not take preference 
over the flag. 

In practical terms the Celtic Cross means 
nothing to the general public. The Union 
Jack conjures up gut patriotism. 
Unfortunately the Celtic Cross/Sunwheel 
has been used by fringe Nazi elements as 
a substitute for the swastika, and there is 
the danger that excessive use of it would 
brand the Front with the same label. 

Yours faithfully, 
Paul Nash, 
for the committee, 
Enfield and Haringey National Front. 

CELTIC CROSS - YES 

Dear Sir, 

On the subject of Mr Burgess’ letter 
(Vanguard no. 9) - ‘Should the Celtic Cross 
be used as a symbol of British Nationalism’ 
I would, being of Celtic origins myself, say 
yes. 


If Mr Burgess means by this that the 
National Front has, by selling the Celtic 
Cross, sold out the Loyalists of Ulster I 
would say no. 

The National Front has had more 
members arrested attempting to stop IRA 
marches on the mainland than any other 
political party. This shows the NF are not 
just friends of Ulster Loyalists but active 
friends. 

Yours faithfully, 
John McSweeney, 
Bedfordshire. 

EDITOR’S NOTE * - We received a large 
volume of mail on the subject of the Celtic 
Cross. Broadly a solid majority favoured its 
use as a symbol of British Nationalism, 
although many did not want it to displace the 
Union Flag, as this is so much more widely 
recognised by the public as symbolising the 
British nation. 


NATIONAL FRONT 
REMEMBRANCE DAY 
PARADE 



On Sunday November the 8th 
patriots from all over the United 
Kingdom will pay homage to 
Britain’s war dead at a ceremony 
at the Cenotaph in London. All 
Nationalists have a duty to attend 
this moving and inspiring event. 
Contact your local NF Branch for 
details. 


All patriots are welcome to a - 

Nationalist Summer Camp 
Devon ’87 

A Nationalist Summer Camp is being held in Paignton, Devon over the 
August Bank Holiday weekend. Those attending will need to bring their 
own tents, sleeping bags, etc. and the cost of camping will be £2.50 per 
person per day. 

To book places on the camp send just £1.00 per person deposit, as soon as 
possible, to: South West Summer Camp, P.O. Box 46, Torquay, Devon TQ2 
7SX. If you require further information please write to this address. 

The event is being organised by the South West England Region of the 
National Front. 
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MAIL ORDER 


VANGUARD SALES 

Please send your orders to: Vanguard Publications, P.O.Box 
034, Hove, East Sussex BN3 5FZ. 

Cheques/ Postal Orders/international Money Orders should 
be made payable to Vanguard Publications. When ordering 
please remember to include the postage figure in brackets. 


POSTER POWER 



ABOVE: Two superb full-colour posters, 
inspired by legends of Norse 
mythology. 

Top Left - Thor wielding Mjolnir 
Top Right - Odin riding Sleipnir 
Price - Each costs £2.50 inc p & p 
individually, or £4.50 for a set of two. 







% % 


SLUYTERMAN 

POSTERS 

A range of superb folk- 
art posters by George 
Sluyterman van Lange- 
wede. Each is approx. 
A2 in size and costs 60p 
inc. postage. Set of five - 
£2.50 inc. postage. 
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SKREWDRIVER — THE FIRST TEN 
YEARS Joe Pearce. The full story from their 
beginnings in Lancashire, to their present 
position as the world’s leading Nationalist Rock 
Band. Skrewdriver’s development, both 
musical and political, is clearly charted. 


Pb. 64pp £2.00 (30p) 


BADGES 

The following attractive chrome 
lapel badges are avilable to all 
Vanguard readers. They cost only 
£1.50 each, inclusive of postage. 

Write to Vanguard Publications , 
P.O. Box 634, Hove, East Sussex BN3 
5FZ. 

Please make cheques/P.O.’s 
payable to Vanguard Publications. 

DESIGNS AVAILABLE 

‘NT’; Odal Rune; Life Rune; 
Sunwheel ; also — Celtic 

Cross pendant for £1.50 including 
postage. 

Tree of Life 
badge 



PENDANT 


Odal rune 
badge 



White Power 


Top class enamel badges 
from Birmingham NF 
The fist of White-Power! 
a symbol of resistance. 
Get yours by sending 
£1.50 to:- Birmingham NF 
P.O.Box 114, Solihull, 
West Midlands. 
Cheques/P.O.s to:- 
Birmingham NF. 
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BIRMINGHAM: P.O.Box 114, 

Solihull, West Midlands. 

BRIGHTON: P.O.Box 634, 

Hove, Sussex BN3 5FZ. 

CHESHIRE/WIRRAL: P.O.Box 17, 
Birkenhead, Wirral L41 3SF. 

DONCASTER: P.O.Box 73, 

Stainforth, Doncaster, Yorks. 

HARINGEY: P.O. Box 760, 

London N17 7SB. 

LAMBETH: P.O.Box 350, 

London SE5 

LEEDS: P.O.Box 12, 

Morley LS27 9QR. 

MEDWAY: 155, Knights Road, 

Hoo, Rochester, Kent ME3 9BX. 

NEWCASTLE: 53£reencioft Toweis, 
Felling, Gateshead, Tyneside. 

NEWHAM: BCM NewPat, 

London WC1N 3XX. 

OLDHAM: 40, St.Hilda’s, Drive, 

Oldham, Lancs OL1 2HH. 

PORTSMOUTH: 1,St.Aubins Park 
Hayling Island, HANTS. 

RICHMOND: P.O.Box 350, 

London SE5 

SEVENOAKS: P.O.Box 89, 

Sevenoaks, Kent TNI3 2BQ. 

SHEFFIELD: c/o P.O. Box 12, 

Morley LS27 9QR. 


FIGHT BACK 
FOR BRITAIN 

Listed below are the names and addresses of a 
number of NF Branches that can be contacted 
directly via their own branch addresses. 

Each Branch will be glad to send you 
information about the NF, and invite you to their 
next Branch meeting. When you write to them a 
modest donation to cover the Branch’s 
administrative and postage costs would be 
appreciated. 


ESSEX: c/o BCM Newpat, 
London WC1N 3XX. 
GREENWICH: P.O. Box 350, 
London SE5. 

SOUTHWARK: P.O.Box 383, 
London Se22 8UU. 

WANDSWORTH: P.O.Box 350, 
London SE5 

WORTHING: P.O.Box 230, 
Worthing, Sussex BN14 8EG. 

CROYDON: P.O.Box 350, 

London SE5 

DEVON: P.O.Box 46, 
Torquay, Devon TQ2 7SX. 

BOLTON: 3, Shurmer 
Street, 

Bolton, Lancs BL3 4BX. 


DUDLEY & BRIERLEY HILL: 

P.O. BOX 1021, 

Halesowen, W. Midlands, B63 2NF. 
COLERAINE: P.O. Box 17, 
Coleraine, 

Co Londonderry, BT51 3SX. 
BRISTOL: P.O. Box 447, 

Bristol, 

BS99 1SD. 

The following units may be 
contacted by writing to NF 
Press Office, P.O. Box 230, 
Worthing, Sussex BN14 8EG. 


Islington 

Harrow 

Slough 

Cbnsett 

Harrogate 

Norwich 


Gt. Yarmouth 
Wolverhampton 
West Cornwnll 
Milton Keynes 
Hackney. 
Coventry 


JUST BECAUSE HE 
MISSED AN ISSUE OF 
VANGUARD 


MISSING an issue of VANGUARD can be frustrating. So 
why not take out a subscription and get Britain’s No. 1 
Nationalist magazine sent directly to you each month. 
Rates - UK: £10 for 12 issues. 

Overseas surface mail: £13 for 12 issues. 

Overseas airmail: £16 for 12 issues. 


VANGUARD SUBSCRIPTION FORM 

Please send the next twelve issues of 
Vanguard. 

I enclose £ . 

NAME. 

ADDRESS... 

. . POSTCODE. 

Send to: Vanguard, P.O. Box 634, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 5FZ. 


Pi luted and Published by Vanguard Publications, P.O.Box 634, Hove, Sussex BN3 BFZ. 
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